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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

William Lawler, Esq MAY 17 2007
Vinson & Elkms, LLP
1455 Pennsylvama Avenue, NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20004
RE MURS5504
Jayann Brantley
Dear Mr Lawler

On August 10, 2004, the Federal Election Commussion notified your client of a complamt
alleging violations of certamn sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act™) A copy of the complaint was forwarded to your chent at that time

Upon further review of the allegations contamed m the complamt and information
supphed by your chient, the Commussion, on May 11, 2007 found that there 1s reason to beheve
your chent violated 2 U S C § 441f, a provision of the Act The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Commismion's finding, 13 attached for your mformation

You may submut any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commussion's consideration of this matter Please submut such matenals to the General
Counsel's Office withm 15 days of receipt of thus letter Where approprate, statements should be
submutted under oath In the absence of additional mnformation, the Commssion may find
probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with concilistion

If you are interested m purswing pre-probable cause concibation, you should so request m
wntng See11 CFR § 111 18(d) Upon recept of the request, the Office of the General
Counsel will make recommendations to the Commussion erther proposing an agreement 1
settlement of the matter or recommendmg declining that pre-probable cause concihation be
pursued The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable cause
concihiation not be entered mto at this tume so that 1t may complets its mvestigation of the matter
Further, the Commussion will not entertain requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after
bniefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely granted Requests must be made m
writing at least five days pnior to the due date of the response and specific good cause must be
demonstrated In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinanly will not give extensions

beyond 20 days
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This matter will remain confidential in accordancowith2 U S C §§ 437g(a)(4)XB) and
437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commussion m writmg that you wish the matter to be made
public

For your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commussion’s

procedures for handling possible violations of the Act If you have any questions, please contact
Delbert K Rigsby, the attorney asmigned to this matter, at (202) 694-1650

‘_S?mly.22

Robert D Lenhard
Chairman
Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures



29044243413

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Respondent: Jayann Brantley MUR: 5504

L INTRODUCTION

The complant i this matter alleged that Jayann Brantloy was rembursed for her
contnibution to Gephardt for President (“Gephardt Commuttee”) For the reasons set forth below,
the Commission finds reason to believe that Jayann Brantley knowingly permitted her name to
be used to effect a contnbution from Karoly Law Offices, P C (“Karoly Law Offices”) n
violation of 2US C § 441f

Il. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Accordmg to complanant, a former employee of Karoly Law Offices, the Gephardt
Commttee faxed a notice to John Karoly, Jr m September 2003 regarding his pledge to raise an
additional $15,000 for the Gephardt Commuttee Complainant alleges that 1t was us
understanding that, on a day when the complamant was not in the office, Jobn Karoly, Jr, the
managing partner of Karoly Law Offices, “mnstructed” certamn employees, including Jayann
Brantley, to contribute to the Gephardt Commnttee, and that Jayann Brantley was rermbursed for
her contnbution Without saying how, complamant states “I am fully aware that the money was
rembursed from company funds by the Secretary, Jayann Brantley, who was mstructed by
Mr Karoly to rexmburse the campaign money " FEC disclosure records mdicate that the
Gepbardt Commuttee received a $2,000 contnbution from Jayann Brantley and a $2,000
contribution from her husband, Theodore Branfley, on September 30, 2003
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MUR 5504 (Jayann Brantley) = 2 =
Factual & Logal Analysis

In response to the complaint, Jayann Brantley submitted an affidavit stating “My
contribution to the Richard Gephardt campaign was not based upon sny resmbursement and I
recetved no rexmbursement for same " Based upon mformation n our possession, however, we
have learned that an individual employed by Karoly Law Offices m 2003 admitted to bemng
reimbursed by John Karoly for contnbutions to the Gephardt Commuttes John Karoly offered to
give money to the employee to make a contnbution to the Gephardt Commuttee Thereafter, the
employes wrote a check for $4,000 dated September 28, 2003 to the Gephardt Commuttes
Subsequently, the employee stated that John Karoly requested Jayann Brantley, who handled
financial matters at the firm, to bring him cash After Ms Brantley brought cash to Mr Karoly,
John Karoly remmbursed the employee for contnbutions of $4,000 to the Gephardt Commuttee,
which the employee deposited into hus personal bank account on October 7, 2003 Additionally,
on October 7, 2003, Karoly Law Offices cashed a check for $12,000 drawn on 1ts special trust
account and the law firm most likely rexmbursed the employee from the proceeds of this check
The mformation n the possession of the Commission also includes the mdividual’s admismon
that the affidavit he submutted in response to the complamt—which 1s identical to the one
submutted by Jayann Brantley—was wrong

Likew1se, Jayann Brantley wrots a check on September 28, 2003 for $4,000 to the
Gepbardt Commnttee, representing contnbutions from herself and her husband, Theodore
Brantley, of $2,000 each Nexther of the Brantleys has ever made any other federal contribution
and at the time Jayann Brantiey wrote the check, there were madequate fimds m her account to
coverit On October 7, 2003, the same day that the aforementioned law firm employee
deposted his $4,000 cash rambursement from John Karoly mto lus bank account, the Brantleys’
credit umon statements reflect a $4,000 cash deposit This deposit was the largest deposit mto
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therr checking account over a mne-month period, and the $4,000 1s not reflected on the law
firm's payroll records as regular pay, overtime pay or as a bonus to Jayann Brantley Thus, it
appears that Jayann Brantley may have been rembursed for the Gephardt contnbutions, and the
funds may have come from the proceeds of the $12,000 check that Karoly Law Offices cashed
from 1ts special trust account

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, prolubita persons from
knowingly permutting thewr names to be used to effect contnbutions made m the name of another
person See2US C § 441f The evidence descrnibed above mdicates that Jayann Brantley was
rermbursed for her contnbution to the Gephardt campaign, and thus knowingly pernutted her
name to be used to effect a contribution n the name of another person

Therefore, there 18 reason to believe that Jayann Brantley violated 2 US C § 441f




